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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ; (‘JQ
- o . At
c/0o Federal Communications Commission “;\

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 w @J‘Q' e
[ am (W) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (local, council, dis-

trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (@) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

» That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV

(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

+ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

» That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportynity to comment on an issye so irsn ortant to children an@,gamilies.
LI;S‘ ’ Ofcol :
Sincerely, mm AL \QW D W "4800*;195%& O
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M. Street N. W_, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

S
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissionef” oKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. 1 do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead , I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity), and L ( for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, I recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely, Lﬂ /{;WT \jw m@%

Summerville High School
Summerville, SC

No. of Copies re»c‘d,___éj____.
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DOCKET 1.5 GOPY JHIGINAL
March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 m Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, Kentucky's 2nd district PTA and the Cairo
Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v- chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the Rating Implementaticn Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol an the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelmingly parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does s0 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further more, the FCC should accept no rating system that docs not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),

and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.
No. of Copies rec'd
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Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

l
/6694 /A

D erodeiasr, ;(df %w,w



A5 March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FECC Commissioners

/o Federal Communications Commission DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

1919 M Street N.W,, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Qo D
o

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Olec ?4—& (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

¢ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely, — . ,
Enail: TBreen 498 @ AoL Lo
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| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Rapid Valley PTA to voice my opposition
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
m}]p]ementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The Rating symbol on the TV screen does
t provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
pmonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
nformation about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, US
News and World Report and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV
idustry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices

he FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
atutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
uest the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
rther, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content informatio
out programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system.

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

'That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include

Jarents. .

thank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue that is so important to children
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MARCH 28, 1997

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
1919 M STREET N.W. ROOM 222
WASHINGTON, DC 20554

DEAR MR. REED HUNDT AND THE FCC COMMISSION

AS A PARENT OF CHILDREN, I COME SPEAKING FOR THEM FOR THEY KNOW NOT
WHAT IS BEST FOR THEMSELVES.

IT IS MY DUTY TO RAISE THESE CHILDREN TO BE ADULTS IN A WORLD FILLED
WITH SO MANY DECEIVING MESSAGES.

AS 1 FLIP THROUGH THE CHANNELS, THERE IS VERY LITTLE CONTROL GIVEN TO
ME TO MONITOR WHAT THEY ARE WATCHING. THE RATING SYSTEM FALLS HOPELESSLY
SHORT.

WOULDN"T IT BE WONDERFUL IF THERE WAS NO NEED FOR RATINGS. WHERE AS
ADULT RELATED PROGRAMS WOULD COME ON ADULT STATIONS ONLY. NOT ON EVERY
CHANNEL AND ANY TIME.

CHANGES MUST BE MADE TO BETTER EQUIP PARENTS WITH THE AUTHORITY TO
MONITOR THE TV.

IT SEEMS TO ME THAT THE MEDIA IS DOING WHAT EVER IT CAN TO GET THE
CHILDREN TO LOOSE THEIR INNOCENCE, YOUTH AND MORAL-CONSCIQUSNESS.

MY PLEA IS THAT YOU WILL DO ALL YOU CAN TO HELP OUR YOUTH, NO MORE
HARM- FROM THE TV - IS NEEDED.

CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 07-34
THANK‘J’Yz,/ /
BﬁéN i\ A./ dggy

/
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners DOCKET HLE 2 QR!C'NAL
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222, . . G s St
Washington, DC 20554 - .- =x : 5

Dear Charrman Hundt and Comrrmsroners

RE: CS Docket No: 97-55, FCC 97-34

[ am (we are) writing on behalf’ of the National PTA and (p[ LUl

- trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) upposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by ]ack
Valenti, Charr of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
be ™V screen doe< nor pmvrde sufﬁcxent content mformatxon so that parents can make decisions
about what i is approprrate TV programmmg for, theu' cl'uldren Major surveys | released this fall which
demonstrate’ overwhelmmg parent prefcrence for a rating system 'that gives parents mformatton about

the content of programs were conducted by the Natlonal PTA U S News and Wbrld Report and” Med1af

Studies® Center/ Roper Parents do ndt Want the TV mdustry to mterpret "what is bést for their chil- -
dren. Parents’ Want t8make' those’choices’ thernselves‘based ‘o Contefit information abéut the program.
Any rating system without concent descriptions on' the’ screen and pubhcned in perlodrcals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. - SR ey e et T

The FCC, by law, is requrred to determine whether the mdustrys rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Actof 1996 T (we) do not ‘believe this® system ‘does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry ratmg system Instead we request the followmg

« That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the mdustrys rating system Further the FCC

should accept no rating system that does not mclude content mformatlon about programs such asV ‘

(for vro]ence) S (for sexual deplctxon and nudx[‘y) and T (for language)

* That the FCC requlre aV—ch:p band broad enough that would allow parents to, receive more than
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program; '

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

+ That any rating system apprcved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so impo:tant to children and families.

Sincerely, z ' g
Your Name AL '

, S . ° v . B .
Town, State ~ No. of Copies rec’d ___Q.___
: ' . List ABCDE
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OPPOSITIOH TO Industry proposed A. » Based Rating System.

SYSTEMS.

‘ krely
YW Pt

ie Lee Smith
417 114® Ave E.
yallup, WA. 98374




March 1997

wman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Wm Feéderal Communications Commission

919 M Street NW Room 222

shington DC 20554 DOCKET AILE QOPY.ORk

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Rapid Valley PTA to voice my oppositio
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The Rating symbol on the TV screen does
ot provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
W ppropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
moanstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, US
ews and World Report and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV
ustry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices

e FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
éﬂamtory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this

language).

‘jThat the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
ore than one rating system.

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
Screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

ermine if it meets the needs of parents.

hank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue that is so important to chi
o childr
and families. P -




March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W,, Room 222 UOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 e

J@rc[d,ﬂ Coundi //
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the //ﬁ A2 (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would aflow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name Ea//ﬂﬂ/‘o/p i%@/ Z /4///%J C)
Town, State \SM;ZL[é.( 67/7)[/ Y, % 7(4 L fo.of Copiasrecd

List ARCDE




TERESA A. NAGEL
2283 Rushmore Drive, N.E.
Marietta, GA 30062
(770) 643-5856

March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

VOCKET FILE COPY Opigugy

Re: CS Docket Number 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the current v-chip rating system being used on television.

The rating symbols used on the TV screen and in the guides do not provide sufficient content
information about the shows. I cannot make any decisions about a show’s content based on the meager
descriptions provided by the current system. As it is now, I no longer even bother looking at a show’s
assigned rating as I can get more information from the program description in the TV guide. A rating
system without content descriptions (both on-screen and in guides) is useless.

Since the FCC is required by law to determine whether the industry’s rating system meets the
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, I urge you to take a closer look at the
current system. I do not believe this rating system is even close to adequate and needs to be “upgraded”
before being approved.

Some suggestions for improving the rating systems would include:

* A system that includes a more descriptive content information (V=violence; S=sexual
situations; L=language, etc.).

* The rating symbol on the TV screen needs to be enlarged and appear more frequently during
the course of the show.

* The rating board should be independent of the TV industry and the FCC and it needs to
include parents.

* Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by an independent research
committee to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Speaking as a concerned parent, I do not want the TV industry to determine what is appropriate for my
children to view, I prefer to do that myself. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this issue.
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